
pump station would be felt by the 

residents of Isla Vista, if both parts of the conveyance facilities 

were built at once and paid. for in such a short time. The burden 

would not, however, create a substantial financial hardship. 

We are concerned by the need for modifications to the 

Isla Vista pump station which was demonstrated at the hearing. 

The existing pump station is equipped with two pumps, one motor- 

driven pump and one engine-driven pump. While the engine is 

intended for use only when the motor-driven pump fails, it is 

actually used every day with the motor-driven pump to handle 

peak flows. The failure of either of these 

in the temporary inability of the system to 

by the Isla Vista community. 

pumps would result 

convey flows generated 

The State Board in its administration of the Clean Water 

Grants Program seeks to assure that grant funded facilities will 

operate effectively day in and day out. We will,,therefore, in 

this case allow grant funding for modifications to the Isla Vista 

pump station which will guarantee the reliability of the conveyance 

facilities. Our study of the Project Report in which the alter- 

natives for upgrading the Isla Vista pump station are analyzed 

reveals that the cost effective solution to the problem created 

by the present system's lack of reliability includes one new 

pumping unit and additional electrical equipment and instrumenta- 

tion. If modifications to the pump station structure are required 

because of the additional pumping unit or electrical equipment 

and instrumentation, those modifications should be funded. 



l Modifications which are grant funded, however, should be eligible 

only to the extent that they are necessary to $ccommodate Isla 

Vista's existing peak flows. 

Finally, we have noted that the upgrading of the Goleta 

treatment plant involves a change in the elevation of the 

facility's headworks. Section 2102(v)(l)(C) of our grant regula- 

tions specifies that an interceptor which "is required due 

relocation of a treatment plant" is a Class A interceptor. 

this regulation has previously been applied in cases where 

relocation of the treatment is a horizontal move, a change 

to 

While 

the 

in 

the elevation of a portion of the treatment plant should also 

be considered _ a type of relocation. We believe that to the 

extent that the need for modifications to the UCSB interceptor 

(the interceptor line and its related pumping facilities) is 

caused by the relocation of the headworks, the interceptor should 

be designated a Class A interceptor. To the extent that need 

for the modifications to the interceptor is not caused by this 

relocation, the interceptor should be designated a Class B inter- 

ceptor. 

III. conclusion 

After a review of the entire record, we conclude as 

follows: 

1. The circumstances of this case 

cause exists for the State Board to exercise 



Section 2110 of the 

cations to the Isla 

assure the system's 

grant regulations to transfer the modifi- 

Vista pump station which are necessary to 

ability to handle existing peak flows from 

Class III on the Priority List to Class I, and, therefore, to 

allow funding for those modifications. 

2. The conveyance facilities which will serve the 

Santa Barbara Municipal Airport are not grant fundable. 

3. The interceptor which will serve the University 

of California at Santa Barbara is a Class A interceptor to the 

extent that modifications to that existing interceptor are 

necessary because of the proposed relocation of the headworks 

of the Goleta,treatment plant. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that this matter be 

remanded to the Division of Water 

the application of the petitioner 

this order. 

Dated: November 4, 1976 

, /s/ W. W. Adams 
W. W. Adams, Member 

Quality for processing of 

in a manner consistent with 

WE CONCUR: 

Did not vote. 
John E. Bryson, Chairman 

/s/ W. Don Maughan 
W. Don Maughan, Vice Chairman 

/s/ Roy E. Dodson 
Roy E. Dodson, Member 

Absent 
Jean Auer, Member 


